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Dear Dan, 

Enclosed are f o u r  d r a f t s  of t h e  l e t te r  regard ing  t h e  recombinant DNA 
matter. Three have i d e n t i c a l  beginnings  (pages 1-4) b u t  end i n  t h r e e  
d i f f e r e n t  ways; t h e  f i r s t  paragraph on page 4 is  ending #l, t h e  second 
paragraph on page 4 is  t h e  second ending, and t h e  l as t  paragraph s u p p l i e s  
ending #3. 
from Arthur  Kornberg I wrote  t h e  f o u r t h  ve r s ion .  
make i s  s h o r t e r ,  less ponderous and, perhaps,  more p o s i t i v e .  A s  you 
might have guessed I' p r e f e r  v e r s i o n  f 4  followed by f l  > %3 > #2. 

A f t e r  completing t h e s e  and g e t t i n g  some h e l p f u l  r e a c t i o n s  
Ilt w a s  a n  a t t empt  t o  

I n  redoing  t h i s  d r a f t  I t r i e d  t o  t a k e  i n t o  account  t h e  i d e a s  (and 

I'm n o t  a t  

I f  n o t  someone else should make a f r e s h  a t t empt  f o r  us 

some phrases)  Dave Hogness and S tan  Cohen conveyed i n  t h e i r  d r a f t s  and 
what I could deduce from your comments t o  my f i r s t  a t t e m p t .  
a l l  c e r t a i n  t h a t  t h i s  i s  t h e  best b u t  perhaps i t ' s  c l o s e r  t o  w h a t  w e  can 
a l l  a g r e e  upon. 
t o  cons ider .  

By now you have rece ived  Norton Zinder ' s  l e t t e r  wi th  h i s  sugges t ion  
t o  d e f e r  our  communication u n t i l  some of t h e  smoke h a s  c l e a r e d .  I don ' t  
a g r e e  bu t  I ' m  no t  s u r e .  The s i t u a t i o n  i s  changing v e r y  f a s t .  Today, I 
heard t h a t  Kennedy is  withdrawing h i s  b i l l  i n  f a v o r  of a proposa l  f o r  a 
one year  ex tens ion  of t h e  N I H  Guide l ines  t o  i n d u s t r y  pending a s t u d y  of 
whether l e g i s l a t i o n  i s  needed. 
If w e  could i n f l u e n c e  t h e  NAS ad hoc committee r e p o r t  t o  come o u t  a g a i n s t  
t h e  need f o r  l e g i s l a t i o n  ( i n  s p i t e  of t h e  earlier conclus ion  t o  " re luc tan-  
t l y "  support  l e g i s l a t i o n  they  may be  t i l t i n g  towards opposing t h e  need f o r  
any l e g i s l a t i o n )  even Rogers might back o f f .  I f  t h a t  happened t h e  matter 
might d i e  and our  p u b l i c  s ta tement  would be  unnecessary.  The n e x t  week o r  
so could be  c r u c i a l .  

Perhaps our  le t ter  w i l l  no t  b e  needed. 
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There may no longe r  be any urgency t o  g e t  t h i s  done quick ly .  But i f  
you l e t  m e  know your r e a c t i o n s  t o  v e r s i o n s  1-4 i t  would be  h e l p f u l  i f  we 
should need t o  have a u n i f i e d  s ta tement  i n  t h e  n e a r  f u t u r e .  

S ince re ly  yours ,  

PB : ab 


